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DuciSICK

Astro-Valcour -Inc. requests rleconsiderationrof our decision
in Astro-Valcour, Inc., B-258485, Oct. 6, 1994, 94-2 CPD
I , in which we denied its protest challenging the terms
ofvitatibn for bids (IFB) No. 2FYP-DW-94-0004-S, issued
by the General Services Administration (GSA) for paper
shipping sacks.

We deny the request for reconsideration because it provides
no basis for reconsidering our prior decision.

Although Astro-Vaic6ur requests reconidfceration on the
grounid that this Office made several "significant factual
errors,'k the protester-in essence-repeats arguments it made
previously and'expresses disagreement with our decision. As
explained below, we find each of the protester's contentions
completely unsupported by the record.

ALLEGED MISCHARACTERIZATION OF PROTEST

Astro Valcour maintains that thefirst fa tuierror6wasfour
"Misciti tei~z'itio6n" o'f Astro-valcour'segroun s of pro-e~st;
the proteiter asserts that our decision <did not address the
"mismatch between the pallet sizes and unit of issue," and
that durr'ediision did not answer Astro-Valcour's assertion
that thes IM contained "ambiguous and conflicting"
specifications.

The'`r est'er's positios 6 -lak~n.-su port. -~f:lod'i,.urd 6~ ~ pbitnWi st 'Asro
debisifohpeicifically advised that "Astro-Val'Sbichiallenges
the-ts'ieWi'ffrid unit of issue quantities and palIet size
speciffcations as ambiguous." Next, our decision-set forth
lengtkiy~analysis and discussion of this precise issue,
resulting in a reasoned conclusion that the challenged
specifications were neither ambiguous nor otherwise
objectionable.



ALLEGED MISREPRESENTATION OF PROTESTER'S REQUESTED RELIEF

Ast'ro-Valcour contends that we misinterpreted the relief
reqdEoted in its protest. We fail to see the basis for this
assertion. As noted by the protester infits reconsideration
request, the protest "(sought] a recommenxdation by (our
Offidelsthat GSAtre7examine the pallet/unit of issue
conflicts and ambig4iEy,' and revise the IFB to eliminate
such conflicts-and ambiguities," During the resolution of
the-protest, Astro-Valcour suggested that one way to
eliminate the 7ambiguit'ies would Abe to permit bidders to
subdivide th&e$pecified quantities into more than one pallet
load,,-In# turn,: our opinion specifically addressed the basis
for-'Astro-Valcour's, requested relief--'te6,allegedly
ambiguous specificatihns. Notwithstanding Astro-Valcour's
arguments to the cdotrary--and as evidenced'by the
discussion in our opinion--this Office carefully considered
the agency's calculations and rationale on which the
specified pallet dimensions and unit of issue count were
based and found these figures to be reasonable.

ALLEGED MISCHARACTERIZATION OF PACKAGING/PALLET HISTORY

Astro-Valur at we improperly concluded that there
was, o-ebtablished cpmercial in i tstty ackaging andr w
palletTztion piactice. Our cdidlusfon was-based onfboth.
the'•psr6tester'ssanc:tG s -iepresentitlhofsjiFor example, 'the
piroesEe- Vntroducedevidence that oth'er<-'bidders^' in tpreifoius
procuremezt 'hi subittiid pallet"loads AWh4h& 'deviated-from
thwZallengdjspei'firtions'. The protkester also subm3tted
a rth Eer and its
competftbY' dutilztdnc iletel iifferent pi-let <packaging
standardss id Lhatfithe GSAhopecifibitions bdid not reflect
tith~c~ercractor' s~pallet~fpidaing-£pr~dtice GSA in turn
ackffzledjed that-fthe.a ?tcj had acce td differently
packaged pallet li4ds inathe past, nd that eviry
contratEbr's pallet packaging practice was different and
individualized. Astro-Valcour's contention thus is simply
unsupported by the protest record, and provides no basis for
reconsideration.

UNIT OF ISSUE PRACTICE

Astro-Valcour suggests that the following paragraph set
forth in our prior decision warrants reconsideration:

"In order to maintain an efficient inventory and
delivery system which serves the needs of its many
customers, and to procure items at the lowest
possible price, GSA now conducts all its inventory
procurements in unit of issue quantities."
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Basedjon this paragraph, Astro-Valcour contends that we"incorrectly implie(d) that the GSA once conducted
procurements without specifying unit of issue quantities,"We fail to see the relevance or basis for the protester's
objection, In any'-event, the purpose-of this paragraph wasto-explain the agency's basis for using a unit of issuequantity measurement--a basis which was clearly evident andexplained in one of the protester's own submissions for therecord--Catajoging and Technical Commodity HiQhliqhts--whichexplained the agency's "National Performance Initiative onUnit of Issue,"

CONCLUSION

Under our bid Protest Regulationjs, to obtain
reconsideration, the requesting-party must show that ourprior decisioui'may contain eiEher errors of fact or law orpresent information not previously considered that warrantsreversal or modification of our decision. 4 C.F.R.S 21.12(a) (1994). That standard is not met here.
Accordingly, the request for reconsideration is denied,

4 Robert P. Murphj/
Acting General gunsel
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